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Bishops Forbid Birth Control; 
Catholic Candidates Questioned 


The American hierarchy of the Roman Catholic Church exploded a po- 
litical bombshell in November when they issued an official statement which 
announced that United States Catholics ‘‘will not support any public assis- 
tance, either at home or abroad, to promote artificial birth prevention. . . .” 
Bishop James A. Pike of the Protestant Episcopal Church immediately in- 
quired if the statement were binding on Catholic candidates. James Reston 
of The New York Times called up Senator John F. Kennedy, leading Presi- 
dential candidate of this faith, to find out. 


To the amazement of practically 
everyone Sen. Kennedy was evasive. 
He replied lamely that the US. 
should not try to force birth control 
on other countries. This, of course, 
had nothing to do with the matter 
since no U.S. foreign aid program 
has ever forced anything on anybody. 
All aid programs are purely volun- 
tary just as any birth control pro- 
gram would be. Sen. Kennedy did 
finally state under questioning that 
if a nation desired birth control aid 
he would deal with the issue on its 
own merits. 

Missing in toto from the senator’s 
evasive answer was any mention of 





domestic birth control which the 
bishops had also included in their 
sweeping ban. Sen. Kennedy had 
nothing to say on whether he would, 
for example, refuse to support a pro- 
gram of birth control counseling in 
connection with the administration 
of public relief. He had nothing to 
say, either, about the suppression of 
birth control in his own state. But the 
really fatal omission was his failure 
to meet Bishop Pike’s challenge and 
to state whether or not the Catholic 
bishops’ pronouncement was binding 
on him. 
(Continued on page 8) 


President’s Visit to Pope 
Evokes Letter From Archer 


Glenn L. Archer, executive direc- 
tor of POAU, addressed a letter to 
President Eisenhower as soon as his 
visit to the Pope was announced. His 
letter urged that since the itinerary 
was to include visits both with Pope 
John XXIII and _ Generalissimo 
Franco of Spain, the President would 
have an excellent opportunity to raise 
with both the serious religious free- 
dom problems their actions are cre- 
ating in Spain. 

Specifically Mr. Archer suggested 
that the President ask both leaders: 
“Why do you jointly suppress reli- 
gious freedom for non-Catholics in 
Spain?” 

The letter reminded the President 
that when the Spanish Foreign Min- 
ister Castiella visited him in London 
last August he had conspicuously 
failed to raise any of the unpleasant 
facts about religious liberty in Spain. 
By contrast, the Macmillan govern- 
ment had not hesitated to raise these 
issues. Should the President fail again, 


(Continued on page 7) 
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These Protestant children—Mary Rose, 6; George, 13; and Alfred, 
1l1—were removed from captive school at right by their parents, Mr. 
ae Mrs. Byron Sybert, after the family received threats of physical 

arm. 


Parochial school at Kalida, O., supported by local tax funds ($8,100 

a year). The Syberts had led the fight protesting tax funds going to 
St. Michael’s church and nun teachers. See story on page 6. 

Photos by Marvin Greene, Cleveland Plain Dealer. 





¢ Editorials ¢ 


The Churches and 
Birth Control 


Birth control is becoming the 
world’s number one church-state 
problem. Social and economic real- 
ities indicate the wisdom of birth con- 
trol programs in over-populated areas. 
Many churches have taken a posi- 
tion on the matter. Most would agree 
that guarantees of freedom of choice 
to married couples on such matters 
are imperative. 

Feature articles in Life and U-S. 
News and World Report have shown 
that the world cannot go on doubling 
its population every forty years and 
long escape the horrors of widespread 
starvation. We may be able, within 
a couple of centuries, to grow things 
practically everywhere, but we may 
be too crowded to stoop down and 
harvest them! 

At least seven churches have given 
endorsement to intelligent programs 
of family limitation. These churches 
are: United Presbyterian, Methodist, 
Church of England, Protestant Epis- 
copal, Congregational-C hristian, 
United Lutheran, Unitarian and Uni- 
versalist. The Commission on Inter- 
national Affairs of the World Council 
of Churches has given strong support 
to birth control in a report released 
last Fall. 

One church has chosen to stand 
in intransigent and blind opposition 
—the Roman Catholic. A church 
which has proved itself astonishingly 
permeable where history and theol- 
ogy of Christianity are concerned 
has, by some strange irrational, re- 
fused to adjust to reality on the birth 
control issue. (The late Pius XII 
suggested that outer space develop- 
ment might provide for the earth’s 
surplus population!) The _ recent 
statement of the bishops (reported in 
this issue) which is supposedly bind- 
ing on all Roman Catholics, seems to 
confirm that church in its untenable 
position. Dr. John C. Bennett, dean 
of Union Theological Seminary, New 
York City, has expressed his distress 
that Catholic leaders should have em- 
braced “a point of view on birth 
control which has no sound moral or 
religious basis and which has been 
rejected by most other Christian 
groups.” 

This is a free country. The hier- 
archy have every right to proclaim 
their weird views. They cannot, how- 
ever, be permitted to impose them on 
the public. In the Brooklyn Tablet 
of Nov. 21 Fr. Raymond J. Neufeld 
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chides Dr. George Shuster, a Roman 
Catholic layman, for his statement 
that Catholics have no right to im- 
pose their ideas about birth control 
on others. “Is that so?” the priest 
heatedly asks. “The church condemns 
(birth control) in the face of those 
who are in error and insists that her 
teaching must correct these errors. 
” 

So the Roman Catholic Church 
stands against modern science, 
against freedom of choice’ for married 
couples, against 20th century learn- 
ing, and even against the Catholicism 
of its own liberal laymen. 

+ 


Propping a Shabby 
Dictatorship 


We cannot say that we were sur- 
prised by the State Department’s 
reply to our letter asking that the 
government formally protest the con- 
viction of Pastor Nunez of Madrid 
for opening the doors of his own 
Second Baptist Church. Our collab- 
oration with Franco and his “Cath- 
olic Kingdom of Spain’ involves us 
automatically in numberless incon- 
sistencies. We act as if Franco’s dic- 
tatorship were part of the “free 
world,” but all the world knows that 
this claim is not true. 


“The case of Pastor Nunez is a 
purely internal Spanish matter,” says 
the State Department. The depart- 
ment does not believe that a formal 
protest would be appropriate. The 
Spanish Government might consider 
such a formal protest “unwarranted 
interference in an internal matter 
wholly within its jurisdiction.” But, 
says the State Department: “You 
may be assured that the Department 
of State maintains a constant inter- 
est in the question of religious free- 
dom.”” Our Ambassador makes that 
quite clear to Spanish officials in per- 
sonal conversations. 


One Language to a Dictator 


The trouble with these personal 
conversations is that the Spanish peo- 
ple never hear about them. Their 
controlled press pictures the United 
States as a nation which enthusi- 
astically supports all Franco’s ma- 
jor policies. Our soldiers and our dol- 
lars are conspicuously exhibited as 
props for the dictator. 

There is only one language that 
such a dictator can understand and 
that is withdrawal of American aid 
pending the establishment of political 
and religious liberty. That would not 
be “interference” in the internal af- 





fairs of Spain. It would be an elo- 
quent reassertion of our aim in World 
War II to oppose Fascism wherever 
it raises its ugly head throughout the 
world. 

As Ralph McGill of the Atlanta 
Constitution has said in condemning 


President LEisenhower’s visit to 
Franco: “It can do nothing more 
than serve to prop up a shabby dic- 
tator whose political system actually 
allows even less religious, press and 
individual freedom than exists in to- 
talitarian Russia.” 


+ 





Non-Catholic Candidates 
On Catholic Policy 


Five non-Catholic presidential candi- 
dates have made public comments on 
the opposition of Catholic bishops to 
foreign aid for birth control, Adlai Stev- 
enson, Unitarian, Hubert Humphrey, 
Congregationalist, Stuart Symington, 
Episcopalian, Nelson Rockefeller, Bap- 
tist, and Mennen Williams, Episcopalian. 
Only one, Governor Williams, agreed 
with the line taken by Senator Kennedy, 
that foreign aid for birth control would 
be undesirable. Stevenson, Humphrey 
and Rockefeller, in rather cautious 
statements, left it to the choice of the 
foreign peoples. Symington spoke out 
on the issue courageously when he said: 
“l approve the Government's furnishing 
of planned parenthood information 
abroad where it believes the action is to 
the interest of our country.” 
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@ In November Pope John XXIII removed the last American citizen to 
serve as a full ambassador for the Vatican by appointing him a cardinal. He is 
archbishop Aloisius J. Muench of North Dakota. Although Cardinal Muench’s 
service as a Vatican diplomat was illegal under the Nationality and Immigra- 
tion Act, which forbids American citizens to serve a foreign power under 
certain circumstances, his illegal appointment cannot be challenged suc- 
cessfully in the courts because no taxpayer has sufficient financial interest in 
the enterprise. 

@ The National Catholic Welfare Conference has announced that 
a Brooklyn-born priest, Monsignor Andrew P. Landi, who has served 
as director in Italy of Catholic Relief Services since 1944 “has dis- 
tributed more than $117,000,000 worth of relief supplies, in addition 
to handling 80% of 905,200 tons of relief materials, 863,957 tons of 
food, 18,021 tons of clothing, and 23,222 tons of medical supplies 
supplied by America and distributed by the Pontifical Relief Organi- 
zation.” 

@ A royal decree in Belgium has implemented a recent action of the 
government which provides state subsidies of 60 percent for the cost of con- 
struction of Roman Catholic schools. The issue was one of the most bitterly 
contested in the history of the Belgian government. 

@ Birth control programs in Puerto Rico are progressing on that 
badly overcrowded island despite the implacable opposition of the 
Roman Catholic clergy, according to Mrs. Celestina Zalduondo, head 
of the Family Planning Association there. Mrs. Zalduondo, a Cath- 
olic herself, reports that the program designed to prevent birth of 
unwanted children in impoverished families, features a birth control 
pill which has proved 100 percent effective. 

@ Evangelical groups in Italy have charged that proposed revision in the 
country’s penal code discriminate against believers who are not Roman 
Catholics. The code provides stiffer penalties for acts against religion when 
these are directed toward Roman Catholics. Evangelicals urged equality of 
all religious groups before the law. 

@ Distribution of U.S. surplus foods by church and welfare agen- 
cies was reported in “real jeopardy” when the Agriculture Depart- 
ment announced temporary suspension of its donations of milk pow- 
der. The groups planned an appeal to the Department to purchase 
vegetable oils for foreign donation. 

@ An Information Service report published by the Yugoslav government 
reveals that the present regime has granted 1,200,000,000 dinars in subsidies 
to religious communities, including Roman Catholic, since World War II. 

@ Officials of the World Council of Churches and nine other inter- 
national Protestant bodies have issued a statement from Geneva 
calling on the forthcoming Ecumenical Council to be assembled by 
Pope John XXIII to “speak clearly on the question of religious lib- 
erty,” because, they said, this matter was “highly important for the 
sake of improving inter-church relations. 

@ Legislation to provide subsidies for Roman Catholic schools has been 
readied for the French National Assembly. The bill drafted by the minister 
of education is said to provide that the government will appoint and pay 
teachers in the Catholic schools and also have the right to inspect scholastic 
standards. The schools are to be free in the matter of religious instruction. 

@ Archbishop Vagnozzi, the Pope’s Apostolic Delegate to the U.S., 
has been speaking out on political issues in a manner unknown to his 
predecessors in the post. He recently advised the U.S. that admission 
of Communist China to the U.N. would be one of “the worst mistakes 
that could be made.” He has also insisted that the Pope would have 
> cert in influencing the conduct of American Catholics in pub- 
ic office. 

@ The Yugoslav Communist government has given a high official decora- 
tion to Roman Catholic Bishop Aksamovic of the diocese of Srijem. The 
award was that of the Order of Brotherhood and Unity, First Class, and was 


the first ever given by the Communist government of Yugoslavia to a Catholic 
bishop. 
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Public Affairs, Theme 
Of Boston Convention 


“Religion and Public Affairs,” an 
election-year theme, will keynote the 
12th National Conference on Church 
and State, to be held in Boston, Mass., 
February 8 and 9, 1960. 

Sponsored by POAU, the Confer- 
ence will study church-state problems 
revolving around aid to education, 
birth control, foreign aid, slum clear- 
ance projects and the effect of re- 
ligion on politics. Other problems in 
for treatment are religious persecu- 
tion in other lands and the abuse of 
“tolerance.” 

A new facet of the Conference will 
be triple-feature film clinics on both 
days. Special meetings will be con- 
ducted for clergymen. 

Among featured speakers are Rich- 
ard C. Raines, Methodist Bishop; 
Clyde W. Taylor of the National As- 
sociation of Evangelicals; Louie D. 
Newton, president of POAU; E. S. 
James, editor of the Texas Baptist 
Standard; Dr. Karl Sax, Yale Univ. 
professor and author of The Popula- 
tion Explosion; and Glenn L. Archer 
and C. Stanley Lowell of POAU. 

Daytime sessions of the Conference, 
first ever held in New England, will be 
at the Tremont Baptist Temple. Two 
evening rallies are slated for John 
Hancock Hall. 

Copies of the program and regis- 
tration blanks may be obtained from 
National POAU, 1633 Massachusetts 
Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 
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Roscoe Drummond, nationally known 
syndicated columnist, writes on the cli- 
mate of the campaign: 


“So far, the discussion of whether 
an American President or other 
elected official who is a Roman Cath- 
olic would have the moral right or 
the inclination to go against the dic- 
tates of his church on public policy, 
is being conducted responsibly and 
fair-mindedly. .. . 

“Undoubtedly this subject .. . will 
be with us for some time. What I am 
seeking to say is that the caliber of 
discussion which is taking place is a 
far cry from 1928. There is . . . no 
animus in the discussion. And it 
should also be recognized that it is 
fair and pertinent that voters should 
weigh the moral-temporal policies of 
any church and the extent to which 
they might likely influence its ad- 
herents who are seeking public office.” 




















A Book for Bigots 


Two young Roman Catholics under 
the “patronage” of Msgr. Lally, editor 
of the Boston Pilot, organ of the Arch- 
diocese of Boston, have spent more 
than two years preparing a work de- 
signed to discredit POAU. The result 
is United for Separation by Lawrence 
P. Creedon and William D. Falcon, a 
work bearing the imprimatur of Arch- 
bishop William E. Cousins of Milwau- 
kee. It is an amalgam of strained 
gnats and quarter-truths mingled with 
outright distortions and _ slanders 
which carefully skirt the legal edge of 
criminal libel. 

The spirit of the book is well illus- 
trated by the cartoon from the Roman 
Catholic Register on this page. For 
$3.95 any member of POAU can dis- 
cover how bad is the organization to 
which he belongs. Send the money, 
plus postage to Bruce Publishing Co., 
Milwaukee. Incidentally, Bruce ap- 
parently can’t count. The pages of 
our copy, at least, followed a com- 
pletely non-sequential order. 
















































By Bigots, for Bigots 


In fairness to everyone, we must 
point out that the book is incredibly 
dull. 

Its authors have labored long and 
brought forth a badly mangled mouse. 
We think we know their trouble: 
they try too hard. They are so mani- 
festly eager to win the plaudits of 
their bishops, so furiously concerned 
to defend the honor of their church. 
They start right in at the first page 
and they stay with it grimly to the 
end. 

These men need to relax. They 
might have thrown in a word about 
POAU’s defense of the Knights of 
Columbus against circulation of a 
spurious “oath,” or POAU’s support 
of a Catholic priest in Moundsville, 
W. Va. when he withdrew Catholic 
graduates from a public school bac- 
calaureate service because it was to 
be held in a Protestant church. For 
the sake of “appearing fair”—or, 
better yet, for the sake of relieving the 
monotony—they should have thrown 
in some of this. It would have made 
their work more effective besides 
helping to keep the readers awake. 
But they don’t and the result is 
monotony uncompounded. This is 
fundamentally a book by bigots for 
bigots. 

There is one thing which these 
youths have not learned about pol- 
emic: if you explain and carp about 
a something for pages, what you are 
explaining and carping about becomes 
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more vividly real. What emerges in 
these pages is the very thing the 
authors strive desperately to conceal 
—namely the image of a power struc- 
ture reaching its hands of control into 
one area of life after another. 


The Wall of Fabrication 


Sometimes there is downright dis- 
honesty. The writers attribute to 
POAU the position that the loyalty of 
all candidates of Roman Catholic 
faith is suspect. This is false. POAU 
has asked the Catholic candidate what 
he would do when the directives of his 
church on a “moral issue” happen to 
conflict with his obligation as a public 
official. POAU has quoted the Catho- 
lic Encyclopedia on this point: “In 
cases of direct contradiction making it 
impossible for both jurisdictions to 
be exercised, the jurisdiction of the 
church prevails and that of the state 
is excluded.” 

They quote from the Encyclopedia 
in United for Separation, but for 
some reason they don’t quote that. 

We have neither space nor time to 


deal wi‘h the Creedon-Falcon fabri- 
cations in detail. If any member of 
POAU is disturbed by anything in 
their dreary diatribe, he should write 
to us. We are prepared to meet with 
fact and logic anything in this book. 


. 





Look Ahead! 


Plan early for your showing 
of “Captured,” the POAU movie 
on captive schools. 


The earlier you order, the bet- 
ter your chance of getting the 
date you want. 


Write today for full details. 
Film Dept. POAU 


1633 Mass. Ave., N.W. 
Washington 6, D.C. 
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Notary Oath Challenged 


An old Maryland law requiring a 
notary public to believe in God has 
been challenged in the courts by Roy 
R. Torcaso of Bethesda. Mr. Torcaso 
lost the first round of his legal chal- 
lenge in November when Judge Ralph 
G. Shure of the Circuit Court of 
Montgomery County ruled that the 
framers of the Maryland Constitu- 
tion and Statutes were within their 
rights in imposing “some religious 
restriction” on the right to hold the 
office of notary. Judge Shure ruled 
that the state has a right to set its 
own requirements for holding an office 
of trust, and that the belief in God 
may be required of an official who 
administers oaths. 

Mr. Torcaso, backed by the Ameri- 
can Jewish Congress and the Ameri- 
can Civil Liberties Union, will ap- 
peal the case if necessary to the U. S. 
Supreme Court. His primary con- 
tention is that belief in God cannot 
be obligatory under the United States 
Constitution, and that the present 
Maryland law violates the separation 
of church and state by placing the 
authority of the state on the side of 
theistic belief. 

Mr. Torcaso, an office manager for 
a Bethesda building firm, applied for 
a Notary Public’s commission last 
Spring, but balked at a section of the 
Oath of Office which says: “I do 
hereby declare that I believe in the 


existence of God.” State officials de- 
clared that he was obligated to take 
this oath because of a clause in Arti- 
cle 7 of the Declaration of Rights of 
Maryland’s Constitution which says 
that: “No religious test ought ever 
to be required as a qualification for 
any office of profit or trust in this 
State other than a declaration of be- 
lief in the existence of God.” Tor- 
caso’s claim is that the last require- 
ment of belief in the existence of God 
is itself a “religious test” which is 
unconstitutional under Supreme Court 
decisions. 

The United States Constitution in 
Article 6, prohibits religious tests as 
legal requirements for any federal 
office, but the application of this lim- 
itation to local offices has never been 
made definite by any Supreme Court 
decision. However, the weight of 
Supreme Court decisions in recent 
years indicates that Mr. Torcaso has 
a better than even chance of winning 
in a federal court. Since 1940, the 
U.S. Supreme Court has extended to 
states and local communities virtu- 
ally all the guarantees of religious 
liberty and religious equality ex- 
pressed in the Bill of Rights and in 
the Fourteenth Amendment. Its deci- 
sions have supported the theory that 
believers and unbelievers must be 
treated with complete impartiality in 
public employment. 


aa 





School Bible Reading Survey 


POAU has surveyed the available State legal reports on statutes pertain- 
ing to Bible reading in public schools, and the findings are as follows: 

States in which excerpts from the Bible must be read daily to all pupils 
in the public schools, without exception: Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Penn- 


sylvania, Tennessee. 


States in which Bible reading is required but no pupil is compelled to be 
present: Arkansas, Georgia, Idaho, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, New 


Jersey. 


States in which Bible reading is permitted and authorized, but optional 





with each public school administration: Connecticut, Hawaii, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Maryland, Minnesota, Mississippi, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New 
Mexico, New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, 
Wyoming. 

States in which it is prohibited as unconstitutional: Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Illinois, Michigan, Missouri, Nevada, Oregon, South Dakota, Wash- 
ington State, Wisconsin. 

A few States have no mention of the subject in their Constitution or 
school laws. 

All these statutes will be affected, one way or another, depending upon 
the decision which the U. S. Supreme Court may be expected to make when 
the case of Schempp vs. School District of Abington, Pa., comes before it 
some time this year. 

Note: A sheet with all this information has been printed by POAU and 
will be sent free to anyone wishing a copy if he will so mention when sending 
an order for any other publications. 
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The Law 
in Action 











After sharp debate, the Union of 
American He brew Congregations, 
representing Reform Judaism, has 
gone on record against gambling in 
any form as a means for raising funds 
for any synagogue. New York State, 
which has the greatest concentration 
of Jewish congregations in the United 
States, now permits such gambling 
games as bingo for church and charity 
causes, 


* * * 


Although the Mormon Church of- 
ficially abandoned polygamy seventy 
years ago, and it is outlawed in all 
states, a New York Times correspond- 
ent estimates that there may be 
10,000 polygamists still in Utah, 
Idaho and Arizona. Because of inade- 
quate enforcement of anti-polygamy 
laws, an Anti-Polygamy Citizens 
League has recently been formed in 
Utah. Six resident of Davis County, 
Utah have recently been indicted for 
perjury and unlawful cohabitation. 


*- * * 


The long-awaited Vermont trial of 
the case of C. Raymond Swart vs. 
South Burlington was scheduled for 
late December, with F. Ray Keyser, 
Speaker of the Vermont House of 
Representatives as attorney for the 
plaintiff. Mr. Swart charges that the 
payment of local funds for tuition in 
Burlington’s Catholic high school 
violates the principles of the separa- 
tion of church and state, and is there- 
fore unconstitutional. The state has 
already outlawed the payment of 
state funds for this purpose. At stake 
in the present suit is perhaps $50,000 
paid to Catholic high schools through- 
out the state by towns which have no 
high schools of their own. 


* * * 


When the Thomasville, N.C. Min- 
isterial Association faced the question 
as to whether the Bible teaching 
program in the public schools was il- 
legal, it voted to refer the issue “to 
the individual churches.” B. Kermit 
Caldwell, a Charlotte attorney, has 
indicated that the constitutionality of 
the program will soon be tested in the 
courts, a forecast which has caused 
discussion of the issue among minis- 
terial groups. 


5 

























































Bigotry Runs Wild at Kalida— 
Protestants Under Persecution 


A long and bitter struggle resulting 
from a Roman Catholic “take over” 
of a public school in Kalida, Ohio 
moved into a still more serious phase 
as a triumphant Catholic majority, 
by tactics of harassment and intimi- 
dation, is running Protestant fami- 
lies out of the community. Following 
a public eruption over alleged teach- 
ing of Catholic faith by the nun teach- 
ers in St. Michael’s school, a team of 
investigators arrived from the state 
Board of Education. 

With two weeks advance warning, 
the nuns were able to eliminate most 
of their sectarian practices and to get 
Catholic-slanted textbooks out of 
sight. The investigators gave the 
school a clean bill of health, stating 
that they found no sectarian practices 
or teaching in the institution. 

Mr. and Mrs. Byron Sybert, lead- 
ers of the parents of 32 Protestant 
children in the school, charged that 
the investigators had no sooner left 
town than the objectionable practices 
began again. This was denied by the 
school’s superintendent, John Phil- 
lips. At this point the Syberts began 
to receive anonymous threats of phys- 
ical beating. Fearing for their safety 
and the safety of their children who 
were being ostracized and threatened 
at school, they decided to give up 
their struggle and move out. This 
they have now done. Their example 
was followed by four other Protestant 
families. Only five Protestant chil- 
dren of the original 32 remain in the 
Kalida school. Presumably, these, too, 
will soon be eliminated. 


God and the Schools 

The Roman Catholic attempt to in- 
troduce “God” into the Kalida school 
has occasioned a protest meeting ai- 
tended by more than 100 in the 
Methodist Church of Kalida, only 
Protestant church in the community. 
Presiding were the Rev. Albert Slack, 
superintendent of the Defiance Dis- 
trict of the Methodist Church, and 
the Rev. Raymond S. Daniel, local 
pastor. 

Aid to the persecuted Methodists 
was pledged. Dr. Slack commented 
sadly: “It is too bad that Christians 
have to be thus divided in their seek- 
ing the one true goal of salvation.” 
The Methodist superintendent urged 
that legal counsel be retained and 
that Protestant parents of children in 
the Kalida school prepare specifics 
in regard to Roman Catholic en- 
croachments on the institution. 


+ 
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Will Christian Brothers 
Pay $1,841,000? 


After four years of education and 
agitation by POAU, The Christian 
Brothers of California, chief liquor 
manufacturers for the Roman Catho- 
lic Church, will be compelled to an- 
swer in court the question whether 
they must pay taxes on their unrelated 
business income. After exposure by 
POAU, the legal agency of the Chris- 
tian Brothers, the De La Salle Insti- 
tute, paid up back taxes but de- 
manded a refund of $490,000 in an 
action in the U. S. District Court for 
the Northern District of California, 
Northern Division. The official ground 
for the refund claim was that all 
property of the organization belonged 
to the Pope and was therefore exempt 
from corporate profit taxes. 





Impressive front of Christian Bros. mon- 
astery and winery at Napa, California. 


The Christian Brothers are now 
confronted with an unpleasant sur- 
prise in the form of a government 
counterclaim for unpaid taxes of 
$1,351,193.97. The Department of 
Justice has not only refused to agree 
to the refund claim of the Christian 
Brothers, but it has charged that the 
organization has evaded other taxes 
in large amounts for several years. 
The government is contending that 
deductions claimed for 1952, 1953 and 
1956 for “services allegedly rendered 
to plaintiff’s commercial enterprise by 
members of the Christian Brothers 
Order should be disallowed.” The 
government also charges that large 
payments received by the Christian 
Brothers and claimed as tax exempt 
royalty income did not actually con- 
stitute royalty income. The govern- 
ment also claims that certain deduc- 
tions made by the Christian Brothers 
as rent should be disallowed. 

The most startling charge in the 
trial, which is scheduled to take place 
early in 1960, is that the Christian 
Brothers have actually defaulted on a 
large part of the deficiency claim of 
$1,351,193.97. The Order was notified 
of the deficiency claim in May 1958 
but had made no reply by August 
1959. 





The original exposure of the illegal 
tax exemption of the brandy manufac- 
turing enterprise of the Christian 
Brothers was made by Paul Blans- 
hard, Special Counsel for POAU, 
before three congressional and de- 
partment hearings, and the facts were 
given wide publicity throughout the 
United States. POAU has asked the 
distinguished California attorney, 
Henry C. Clausen, to represent it in 
the California trial, but his represen- 
tation is contingent upon the approval 
of the court. In spite of POAU’s long 
campaign against tax exemption evils, 
the House Ways and Means Commit- 
tee has not yet scheduled detailed 
hearings on the issue. 
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Maine Solons in Special Session; 
Parochial School Busses on Agenda 


Legislation which provides for 
transportation to parochial schools at 
public expense will be the prime con- 
cern of a special session of the Maine 
legislature which has been called by 
Gov. Clinton Clauson on January 18. 
Protagonists of such enabling legis- 
lation had been at work drafting a 
bill ever since the Supreme Court 
ruled last June that no such grants 
could be made under existing law.* 

24 of 26 communities which had 
been illegally providing funds for 
parochial school transportation were 
reported to be continuing to do so in 
anticipation of an enabling act. 

Roman Catholic Bishop Daniel J. 
Feeney issued a statement assuring 
the public that “we intend no lobby. 
This question is now in the hands of 
the civil authorities. . . . It was insti- 
tuted by Augusta citizens and the 
church has carefully kept its hands off 
throughout. I hope the legislators will 
act favorably on the proposed legis- 
lation.” 

Bishop Feeney made no mention of 
the beginnings of the bus agitation 
in Augusta two years ago when 
Roman Catholic parents supported by 
their priests threatened to dump their 
children on the public schools “next 
Monday morning” if their demands 
for the bus subsidy were not met. 

Friends of the Public Schools, an 
organization of Maine citizens, and 
POAU membership throughout the 
state united forces to battle the pro- 
posed measure. Dr. Shirley B. Good- 
win, president of the Maine Council 
of Churches, has stated that his group 
would oppose the bus legislation. 

* Laws of a majority of the states forbid 


transportation to private or parochial schools 
at public expense. 
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Haiti Struggles 
For Freedom 


Haiti, one of the few republics in 
the West Indies, is facing anew the 
church-state duel that has already in- 
volved the United States Government 
and is due to get hotter this year. It 
is essentially an attempt by the duly 
constituted government leaders — 
mostly men who are of the Roman 
Catholic faith personally—to resist 
political pressures exerted by the 
Roman Catholic church’s hierarchy 
in Haiti and in the Vatican. 


In 1955 (Review, May 1955 and 
various issues during 1956 and 1957), 
POAU exposed the fact that the Vat- 
ican’s Concordat with the Haitian 
Government—in force since March, 
1860—denies religious freedom in 
Haiti. Because of this, the United 
States Senate refused to ratify a 
Treaty of Friendship and Navigation 
with Haiti: American citizens—tour- 
ists, missionaries, businessmen — 
would be legally restricted in practic- 
ing any faith other than Roman 
Catholicism, as this likewise restricts 
citizens of Haiti. 


The existing Constitution, enacted 
in 1950, blunted its general religious 
freedom clause by adding this specific 
sectarian provision: 

“The Catholic religion, professed 
by the majority of Haitians, enjoys a 
special position as a result of the Con- 
cordat | with the Vatican].” 


However, in December, 1957, a 
new Constitution was adopted by the 
Haitian people and their government. 
It was drafted to eliminate the special 
privilege and status accorded the 
Roman Catholic Church. This new 
clause says simply: 

“Article 27. All faiths and religions 
shall likewise be free and recognized. 
Everyone shall have the right to pro- 
fess his religion and to worship pro- 
viding he does not disturb the peace. 
No one can force another to belong 
to a religious society or to follow any 
religious teaching contrary to his 
convictions.” No provision or men- 
tion of the Roman Catholic church or 
religion is included. 

The Roman Catholic church claims 
70% of the Haitian population. Most 
of the priests and hierarchy are not 
Haitians, but white Frenchmen. 
Haiti nationalism is restless under 
this double foreign domination, quite 
aside from any questions of religious 
faith. 

Despite Constitutional freedom of 
religion in Haiti, there is not church- 
state separation. Out of the 1959 fiscal 
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year Government budget of 192 mil- 
lion gourdes, some 1% million gourdes 
(equivalent to $255,000) are allo- 
cated as subsidies to religious cults. 
The bulk of this goes to Roman 
Catholic institutions. 

These stipends are required by the 
Concordat, which remains a millstone, 
keeping the country in “economic, 
educational, and spiritual doldrums,” 
according to one commentator. 

It is reported from reliable sources 
both in the United States and in Haiti 
that American officials in Haiti are 
siding with the Roman Catholic arch- 
bishop in pressuring the Haiti Gov- 
ernment to renew the Concordat .. . 
even though this will prevent 
American ratification of a Treaty of 
Friendship and Navigation. 

As explained by one Haiti Govern- 
ment official, himself a Catholic—“. . 
although the President [Dr. Francois 
Duvalier] is Catholic, he feels 
strongly that there should be freedom 
of religious worship in Haiti.” 
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President’s Visit 

(Continued from page 1) 
the letter argued, he would assuredly 
give the impression that he was not 
so interested as the British in mat- 
ters of religious liberty, or even that 
he might not be interested in them 
at all. “Here is an opportunity for 
moral leadership which, we believe, 
should not be ignored,” Mr. Archer 
wrote. 





Franco’s Spain 
No Tyranny—No Conflict! 


“So long as civil authority is not un- 
just and tyrannical and does not inter- 
fere in the legitimate sphere of religion, 
it must be accepted and obeyed as 
God's will. But if any conflict arises be- 
tween the authority of the State and 
the authority of God, ‘we must obey 
God rather than men.’ ““—The Catholic 
Register, October 18, 1959, Archbishop 
Urban J. Vehr, Denver, Colo., President. 














Baptists Refuse Public Hospital; 
Catholics Strive to Get More 


Messengers to the Baptist General 
Convention which held its sessions 
last November voted down a proposal 
that the Convention lease at a nom- 
inal rental the Federally financed 
Wadley hospital of Texarkana. Prev- 
iously, the Convention’s executive 
board had endorsed the proposal by a 
74 to 71 vote. 


Leader in the successful struggle to 
reverse the endorsement was Editor 
E. S. James of the Baptist Standard. 
Thus, the Texas Baptists, 1,600,000 
strong, have refused to accept a $3%4 
million institution that was theirs for 
the taking. The issue raised was the 
propriety of a church which believes 
in church-state separation accepting 
an institution built with government 
funds. 


As the Baptists registered their 
refusal of the Texarkana hospital, 
Roman Catholic groups were striving 
to take over additional hospitals in 
New Iberia, La., and Silver Spring, 
Md. More than 400 citizens met in 
the court house of Iberia Parish to 
oppose the leasing at a nominal fee 
of the New Iberia public hospital 
to a group of Benedictine nuns of the 
Roman Catholic Church. They indi- 
cated they would resort to the courts 
to oppose management of a public 
institution by a group operating un- 
der a denominational medical code 
which would discriminate against per- 
sons of other faiths, 


Opposition was mounting in Silver 
Spring, Md., to the proposed transfer 
of a spacious site of public land and 
the assets of a private hospital cor- 
poration to a group of Roman Catho- 
lic nuns who had agreed to build and 
operate a hospital. County officials 
had already agreed to the arrange- 
ment and the nuns were already ap- 
pealing to the public for contributions. 
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Shrine Ceremony in Capital 
Includes U.S. Dedication to Mary 


Students of church-state relations 
in the U.S. were interested in one 
feature of the national Catholic shrine 
church in Washington, D.C., in No- 
vember: the rites also included “the 
consecration of the United States to 
the Blessed Virgin.” This act of con- 
secration was presumably designed to 
include all the people living in the 
nation regardless of their desires in 
the matter. 


Actually, the dedication of a nation 
has a regular place in Roman Catholic 
propaganda. This act of dedication, 
featured in many nations, was most 
recently performed in the Philippines 
with the full cooperation of the Presi- 
dent and other high officials. The 
presence of such individuals is an im- 
portant feature of the occasion since 
it lends credence to the “official” na- 
ture of the dedication. 


The ritual of dedication is inter- 
esting: It declares: “Most Holy 
Trinity, we put the United States of 
America into the hands of Mary Im- 
maculate in order that she may pre- 
sent the Country to You. ...” 


The rites in the nation’s capital had 
their counterpart in ceremonies held 
in the 16,000 Catholic parishes 
throughout the country. All of these 
ceremonies had as their focal point 
the consecration of the U.S. to the 
Blessed Virgin. Dignitaries attending 
the Washington ceremonies included 
Chief Justice Earl Warren, Assoc. 
Supreme Court Justice William J. 
Brennan, Jr., and George Meany, 
president of the AFL-CIO. President 
Eisenhower did not attend. 








Sign in front of St. Boniface Roman Cath- 
olic church, San Francisco, Calif. 


Bishops Forbid 


(Continued from page 1) 





Press and TV-radio comment indi- 
cated the general conclusion that the 
bishops’ statement was a political ut- 
terance on a political question. They 
noted that birth control had been a 
political issue for decades in certain 
states and that it had been a politi- 
cal issue nationally since a report to 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee had recommended population 
control in connection with foreign 
aid. It was pointed out that the bish- 
ops in opposing all programs involv- 
ing “artificial birth prevention” were 
not merely expressing their own opin- 
ion but professing to speak for all 
U.S. Catholics. This would include 
Senator Kennedy and also Gov. Ed- 
mund (Pat) Brown, another Cath- 
olic Presidential hopeful. 


Archer Comments 


In his comment on the matter 
Glenn L. Archer, executive director of 
POAU, said: “I do hope that the 
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American people will not permit the 
‘brotherhood boys’ to suppress this 
issue now that the Roman Catholic 
bishops have so dramatically brought 
it before the nation. Sen. Kennedy, 
Gov. Brown and other candidates of 
Catholic faith should be given every 
opportunity to state whether they 
feel they must follow the dictation 
of their bishops in regard to their 
policies as public officials. 

“Since 1948,” he added, “we have 
been trying to tell the American pub- 
lic that there are many political issues 
on which the clerics of the Roman 
Catholic Church claim the right. to 
dictate to their members and also to 
the general public. Birth control is 
merely one of these issues. 

“The bishops’ dogmatic and in- 
transigent opposition to public assist- 
ance involving birth control programs 
is reminiscent of their opposition to 
Galileo’s heliocentric universe in an- 
other day. They banned Galileo’s 
work and harassed him to his grave. 
Now they are at it again. It is ex- 
ceedingly unfortunate when clerics, 
protesting that they speak for God, 
pick up either a scientific or a politi- 
cal matter and issue impossible di- 
rectives in regard to it. 

“Certainly their attempted dicta- 
tion of civil policy at this point might 
lead the U.S. and the whole world to 
disaster.” 


+ 





State Attorney General 
On Church-State Separation 


“Day after day, the wall of separation 
between church and state is being 
pounded at, nibbled away, and 
breached. 

“Where we face our greatest chal- 
lenge in the days ahead is in the rapidly 
gaining drive on the part of signifi- 
cant numbers in our country who feel 
that they have the right to use the 
instrumentalities of the state to press 
home their religious points of view. 

“It is upon this issue, | submit, that 
religious liberty itself will stand or fall. 

“Each year there are new ap- 
proaches. Bible reading in the public 
schools, prayer recitation, baccalaure- 
ate services. Some areas are now face 
to face with proposed legislation. . . . 

“(We must urge that) for our own 
sakes and for the sake of our great 
American democracy (we) must be firm 
in insisting upon separation of Church 
and State, however unpopular the posi- 
tion.”—California State Attorney Gen- 
eral Stanley Mosk, in an address before 
the Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds, meeting in San Fran- 
cisco, November 14, 1959. 











January 1960, Vor. 13, No. 1 








